I N THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVAN A

BATSAI HAN PURVEEG | N ) ClVIL ACTI ON
V.

“USCA 3 CIRCUI T COURTS :
CORRUPT ADM NI STRATI VES, " et al.: NO. 06-cv-04580-JF

MVEMORANDUM AND ORDER

Ful lam Sr. J. Cct ober 18, 2006

On Cctober 13, 2006, plaintiff, Batsai han Purveegiin —
a frequent litigator in this and other courts — filed a pro se
conplaint against the Third GCrcuit Court of Appeals and various
menbers of the staff of that Court. It appears that M.
Purveegiin was unhappy with the way in which the Court of Appeals
was handling certain pending appeals in his cases, particularly
an appeal froma District Court decision in the Mddle D strict
of Pennsyl vani a which had conditionally granted his application
for habeas corpus relief. Anong other things, plaintiff asserts
that the individual defendants acted inproperly when they ordered
himto refrain fromfurther abusive tel ephone calls to the Court
of Appeals, and insisted that all further communications be in
witten form M. Purveegiin apparently feels that his court-
appoi nted | awer had either seduced, or been seduced by, nenbers
of the Court of Appeals staff.

The case is now before this court on M. Purveegiin's

application for |eave to proceed in forma pauperis. Al though it



is clear that M. Purveegiin is w thout financial neans, and
shoul d be allowed to proceed in forma pauperis if he had a
potentially neritorious case, it is obvious that the present
lawsuit is legally frivolous. A District Court does not have
jurisdiction to interfere in the operations of the Court of
Appeals. In the unlikely event that plaintiff has any valid
cl aims concerning the handling of his appeals by the Third
Circuit Court of Appeals, he should address his conplaints to
that Court.

An Order foll ows.
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ORDER

AND NOW this 18'" day of Cctober 2006, IT | S ORDERED

1. Plaintiff’s application for | eave to proceed in
forma pauperis is DEN ED

2. This action is DISM SSED, as legally frivol ous.

The Cerk is directed to close the file.

BY THE COURT:

[s/ John P. Fullam

John P. Fullam Sr. J.



